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CHAPTER I

THE PROGRAM

This program is designed to provide instruction for

pupils whose reading ability is two or more years below their

grade level. This leve2 is determined on the basis of their

most recent Metropolitan AcIlie-,ement Test and whose behavior

in school has been characterized by a record of truancy aLi

lack of motivation academically. The program Provides instruc-

tion for pupils in the grades 9 through 12 in New York City

altsrnative high schools. It makes use of diaFnostic and

prescriptive procedures in a laboratory setting. Particular

emphasis is placed on remedying specific reading deficieixies.

In the past school year (1975-76) the program functioneo

in 13 alternative mini-schools each azs'aciateo with.a regular

high school. It was staffed by 13 teachers, assisted by two

teacher trainees and directed by a central coordinatcr.

Ar

Pupils regarded as economically and academically dis-

advantaged and considered to be high academic risxs were selected

for enrollment in the program by their advisors and/or teachers.

The total number of participants for the school year was 985.

(281 in the ninth grade 335 in the tenth grade, 196 in the

eleventh grade, and 173 in the twelfth grade.) The program

oronosal called for 804 pupils, so that the actual enrollment

was 122.5% above that called for.
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CHAPTER II

EVALUATION PROCEDURES

The project objectives as set forth in the evaluation

design directive of August 1975 were as follows:

1. Dotermination of whether the reading scores of

the pupils enrolled in the program show a

statistically significant difference between

actual post-test scores and predicated post-test

scores using the California Achievement Test.

2. Comparison of the extent to which the program

was implemented with that prescribed in the

project proposal.

The evaluation objectives and procedures were as follows:

Evaluation Objective #1 : "As a result of participation

in the Reading Skills Laboratory Program for Alterna ive High

Schools, the reading grade of the student participants will show

a statistically significant difference between the act 1 post-

test score and the anticipated post-test score."

The subjects constituted all enrolled pupils who

were pre and post-tested. The instrument used was the California

Achievement Test, 1970 Edition, Forms A and B, Level 4. The

data analysis used the correlated "t" test in an historical

regression design.



Evaluation Objective #2: "To determine the extent to which

the program, as actually carried out, coincided with the program

as described in the Project Proposal."

Observations were made at all schools where the read-

ing skills laboratories were operating. Note was taken of

classroom organization and teacher techniques. Student folders

were examined. Classroom teachers, teacher trainees and a

sampling of pupils 1,,Jre interviewed.

Liaison meetings were held with the project

loordinator.

Visits were made to teacher training conferences.

6



CHAPTER III

FINDINGS

1. Classroom Facilities

The physical fecilities provided for the project activity

at the various schools were for the most part adequate. In the

few bases where the facility allocation was cramped or was a

fixed seating classroom, ingenuity on the part of individual

teachers ameliorated the inadequacies encountered. However,

for the most part-facilities met with the stipulations set forth

in the proposal of the program.

In all of the 13 alternative school sites the pupils

in the reading skills laboratories were provided with an environ-

ment of individual and small group instruction that met project

proposals. The dedication of the individual teachers to the

program goals was particularly noticeable.

2. Materials and Equipment

A varied assortment of individualized self pacing reading

materials were more than adequately provided to satisfy pupil

reading requirements at different levels of proficiency. The

software materials included drills in word recognition,

comprehension, inference, interpretation and reference skills.

Small libraries of paperbacks on subjects relevant to the age

group were maintained and used. The hardware encountered

consisted of Tachistoscopes (Tach-X), the Controlled Reader EDL)

and the Aud-X (EDL).

7



The judgment is that
,

more-t
,

:

meet the needs of the enrolled Pupils.

3. Duration, Enrollment and AttendanCe:

Initially. for.this school year the program was orgSnited-'-'
. . '.... .. .

. . .

to fqnction In fourteen .high schools, but-bedadie2of local bodget

cuts and staff reduction One schoOl 'was elire.nated.frOMthe

program. The remaining thirteen schools provided for 985

pupils whose reading levels were at least two years below their

grade level. On the averagethevWer&-enrolled.:.fOr,One fortyfive:

minute period of instruction per day each school wee :in.additioñ.

to their regularly assignecl.period of EnglishinstructionThe:

program beget.: in Sei)tember 1975 and terminated in''June 1976.

reviev of randomlyselected attendance record:s from 'the project

schools indicated that attendance in the program compared on a'Tar.:.

with that in the associated regular school.

4 . Teacher Training:

Effective training of new teachers and improveMent of

experienced teacher techniques was actively pursued throughout

the year and fully met the obligation of program directives in

this respect. Teacher trainees, as well as the Project Coordinator

visited'the schools on varying schedules. The frequency of visits-

was determined by specific teacher requirements. Teachers were

advised on administrative and record procedures, organization of

skill centers, use of curriculum materials and techniques in

handling diagnosis and prescription. Teachers were, also,

8
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equirdd to at'tend:trairang-'sessiOes given 'b.t'6he Projebt- -

!Coordinator througho'it the.school year. The sessions were 'deeme0-..:

to be of considerable value by the teecher staff.

5. Program Administration:

A high level of coordinating and administrative abilit

was in evidence by the staff assigned to direct this program.

T t was observed, that with the rosponsivs supervision demonstrated.

during the school year, the program functioned quite smbothly and

After School Time with Pupils:

-TimeWas:allocated..for 'teachers in theprograr07o Work

With .Pdpil$H.in SupPlementary:three hbUr aftar schoOl sessicins.
... Y.

!: The ,time waS.to :be Used.for the purpose of !dexielopng student

.ipterest.:and'backgrOund.th.rOugh triPs and.i.nyited .siadakers.

_In:anuMberof::theschbols it yiss not found.feasibletoimplement-

this Sebtion .of.the program propOSal. There was.no stipulation

:for many pupils enrolled in the sltrnatiye Schools to attend

classes after 1:.00 p.m, Therefore, suffibient . attendance-could....

not be assured

such activity could be

in planning such Sestions. In the schOol where

planned the.pupila benefited.

Statistical Findings:

All of the pupils who were in attendance at least 75%

of th time were

A (3c 13, Level 4.

administered the California Achievement Test

Table I provides a summary of the test results

1
Program Propasal - 1975-76
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.grad.e-b6sed- on.t ereported pre and post

upils n the program..

teStscores

GRADE'LEVEL GAINS. IN STANDARIZED ACHIEVEMENT TESTING

Months).

Pre-Test
Mean

Predicted Actual
Post-Test Mean Post-Test Mean

5.1 5.3

5.6 5.8

r 11 1LJ4. 6.3 6.6

129 7.0 7.412

6.1

6.6

7.7

8.4

At .811:-gradelevels actual posttest means exceeded the

predicted.poSt-te.st.means. In the appended MIR table, levels of

Significance: are tabulatedtor each grade level. It may be

concluded thsttheHstatistical Objective with regard to achievemeint

waS..MOre than-SatlisfiedAn allof the analyzed group8.'

Prior Recommendations Reviewed

The list:pelow COnsists Of reComMenOtions madein the-:

evaluation of the'prograM for theAprior. year (l974-1975).- Each

is followed by the evalUatorls comMents for the ItAr. C.197571976

10
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. "The program .should, :therefore be: recycled."

ComMen r The Program wss'again successfully implemented.

. "One educational assistant should be assigned to:

every prOgram'taacher."

ComMent: No allocation was made to,provide for assistants.

'HoweVer in'a few cases college student volunteers

were available.

3. "Facilities and equipment should be provided within

the program to administer basic sight and hearing

tests to ,111 students."

Comment: This re;.,xisriendation was not acted upon because of

budget considerations.

Comment:

4. "One standardized evaluation instrument should replace

the myriad tests used."

This was accomplished by using.a CalifOrnia Achievement

,Test for all pupils.

."The after school enrichment program needs to be

coordinated with the alternative.school prop

tO insure meaningful attendance."

Commen : ThiS.recommendation,was acted upon, in most cases and

.implemented to.advantage where possible.

"An affort: 'should be made to maintain longitudinal

rebord6'.sothat-prescriptionsHare not duplicated."

-Thia.reCommendation,waC not ab,ted:upon.
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SUMMARY OF FINDINGS, CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Summary

All aspects of the program were successfully implemented

except for the after school sessions which yet have to be ftlly

developed. Duration, enrollment and attendance were in compliance

with program proposals. Ample supplies and materials were

available and the facilities were adequate. Dedication of the

teachers and administrative staff was outstanding.

The cognitIve achievement as measured by the California

Achievement Tests showed statistically significant differences

on all grade levels above that predicted, and has been so reported

to the State Education Department on the appropriate M.I.R. Form,

table 9.

Conclusion:

The program, as iMplemented during the school year

(1975-1976) is deemed as highly succossful.

The program has completely achieved its statistical

objective, F2s summarized above.

Recommendations:

1. It is strongly recommended that the program be recycled.

2. An educational assistant should be assigned to every

program teacher.

3. Provision for administering sight and hearing tests

to all pupils should be made to improve diagnostic

procedures.

1 2



I The effort to improve the:after sohool sessions

should be nontinued.

.Maintenance of'1ongitudinal'records of pupils to

avoid duplication of effort should be established.

1 3
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READING SKILLS LABORATORIZS FOR ALTERNATIVE HIGH SCHOOLS

FUNCTION # 0969617

PROGRAM ABSTRACT

This project is intended to provide individual and

small group remedial reading instruction to pupils in 14

alternative high schools.. Students were assigned on the basis

of a minimum of two years retardation in reading skills as

determined by standardized readinF achievement test scores,

recommendations of guidance counselors and staff judgments as to

need. All work took place in a specially equipped reading

laboratory.

A total of 707 pupils was reported as having been tested

before and after participation in the program. The reading scores

of the pupils reflected a statistically significant difference

between the post-test and the anticipated post-test scores on

the California Achievement Test for reading for all grades 9

through 12 using an historical regression design. The level of

significance was established at the .01 probability level using

the correlated "t" test for comparisons of the two means.

It can, th=2,refore, be concluded that th'e program had

satisfied its statistical objective with respect to improvement

of reading skills of pupils on all grade levels. It can further

be concluded on the basis of visits made to all program sites and

interviews of staff personnel that the program was in full opera-

tion with no major discrepancies between the program as described

in the Project Proposal and the program as implemented in practice.

14



APPENDIX B

Table 9 Historical Regression Design (6-step Formula) for reporting norm teferenced achievement tests

in Reading and Mathematics.

In the Table below, enter the requested assessment information about the tests used to evaluate the

effectiveness of major project component/activities in achieving cognitive objectives. This form re-

quires means obtained from scores in the form of grade equivalent units as processed by the 6-step

formula.(see District Evaluator's Handbook of Selected Evaluation Procedures, 1974, p. 29-31) Be-

fore completing this table, read all footnotes. Attach additional sheets if necessary..

Component

Code

Activity

Code

Test

Used

jj_lrepostp......11Date
CA

Form Level Total

281

Group

Gr 9

Number

Tested

164

.

Pretest

M?inted

?c,:ttest

Mean

Ltual

Posttest

Obtained

Value

A B 4 4

----1--
3/7551

Mean Date Mean of t

6081 5 0 0 7 2 0 5.3 5/76 6.1 6.63*

6 0 8 1 6 0 0 7 2_ 0

3,AT!

70 A B L D LO.L12..2..L.L.11

1 6 Gr 11 1 "

.6 5.8 " 6.6 12.0*
AT,i

0 A B 6.3 6.6 " 7.7 9.3to

RAO*

AT/

" la...._7...4 " R.4
.

.

.0+11.=rmhrowMm... '....

A

Nril....Ar...mmr
v . . .

wSignif.q:1/ Identify the test used and year of publication (MAT-58, CAT-70, etc.).

2/ Total number of participants in the activity. P $.01
IP,

3/ Identify the participants by specific grade level (e.g., grade 3, grade 5). Where several gradei are com- t
6,

z
4/ Number of pupils for whom both pre and post test data are provided. o

,..16
N

hined, enter the 4th and 5th digits of the component Code.

15



APPENDIX C

OFFICE OF EDUCATIONAL EVALUATION - DATA LOSS FORM

.(attach to NARRATIVE) Function # 09_612

In this table enter all Data Lose information. Between the MIR and this form, all.participants in each activity

must be accounted for, The component and activity codes used in completion of the MIR should be used here so that

the two tables match. See definitions below table for further instructions.

1 Component

Code

Activity

Code

........._

(1)

Group

I.D.

(2)

Test

Used

(1)

Total

N

(4)

Number

Tested/

Analyzed

(5)

Participants

Not Tested/

Analyzed

'7.

(6)

Reasons Why Students Were Not Tested,

Or If Tested, Were Not Analyzed

NumberN

6 0 8 1 5 0 0 7 1 2 GR 9 CAL 281 164 117 42

Transferred/27 Discharged/63
90

Absent/ Truant/ Incomplgtp data

608 1 6007 1 2 GR 10 CAL 335 270 85 23

Trans./ Dinh./
63

Abs./ inc.--0ET.-
J 22

6 0 8 1 6 0 0 7 1 2 GR 11 CAL 196 144

.

52 27

Trans./ Disch./-
36

Abs./ Tru./ 4 Inc. dat, 16

6 0 8 1 6 r 0 7 1 2 GR 12 CAL 173 129 44 25

Trans.! Disch./
24 32

Abs,/ il Tru,/ Inc. dat.
12

----

(1) Identify the parttcipents by speciftc grade level (e.g., grade 3, grade 9). Where several grades are combtned,

enter the last. two digits of the component code.

(2) Identify the teat used"and year of publication (MAT-70, SDAT-74, Houghton Mifflin (IPMS) Level 1 etc..)

(3) Number of participants in the activity.

(4) Number of participants included in the pre and posttest calculations.

(5) Number and percent of participants not tested and/or not analyzed.

(6) Specify all reasons why atudents were not tested and/or analyzed. If any further documentation is available,

please attach to this form. If further space is needed to specify and explain data loss, attach additional

pages.to this form.

..(7) For each reason specified, provide a sepatate number count. 18


